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This is in response to the Office Action dated July 18, 2001, wherein restriction of the 
claims of the above-identified application is required. The Office Action requires restriction to 
one of the following groups of claims: 



Claims 1-10, 28-30, 32-33, 40-44, drawn to nucleic acids, vectors, host cells, methods of 
producing polypeptides and kits, classified in class 536, subclass 23. 1; 536/24.3; 435/69. 
1; 435/325, for example. 
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II. Claims 11-20, drawn to amino acids, classified in class 530, subclass 350. 

III. Claims 21-27, 31, drawn to anti-pyrin antibodies, classified in class 424, subclass 130.1. 

IV. Claims 34-35, drawn to methods for diagnosing risk of familial Mediterranean fever by 
detecting a mutated amino acid sequence, classified in class 435, subclass 7.1. 

V. Claims 36-39, drawn to methods for diagnosing risk of familial Mediterranean fever by 
detecting a mutated nucleic acid, classified in class 435, subclass 6. 

VI. Claim 45, drawn to a transgenic animal, classified in class 800, subclass 8. 

VII. Claims 46-47, drawn to a method for screening compounds for use in FMF therapy by 
administering the compounds to a transgenic animal, classified in class 436, subclass 501. 



Applicants provisionally elect Group I (claims 1-10, 28-30, 32-33, 40-44), with traverse. 



Applicants request that the restriction requirement be reconsidered because the Examiner 
has not shown that a serious burden would be required to examine all the claims. M.P.E.P. § 803 
provides: 
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If the search and examination of an entire application can be made without serious 
burden, the Examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it includes 
claims to distinct or independent inventions. (Emphasis added.) 

Thus, for a restriction requirement to be proper, the Examiner must satisfy the following 
two criteria: (1) the existence of independent and distinct inventions (35 U.S.C. § 121); and (2) 
that the search and examination of the entire application cannot be made without serious burden. 
Because the Examiner has not shown that the search and examination of the entire application 
cannot be made without a serious burden, applicants respectfully request that the restriction 
requirement be withdrawn and that all the claims be examined together. 



A check in the amount of $ 1 10.00 (one month extension fee) and a Request for Extension 
of Time are also enclosed. This amount is believed to be correct; however, the Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be required, or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 14-0629. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Gwendolyn D. Spratt 
Registration No. 36,016 

Suite 1200, The Candler Building 
127 Peachtree Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303-1811 
(404) 688-0770 
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